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advance of the Aryan conquerors of India. These lan-
guages have been carefully analysed by Caldwell in
his Comparative Grammar of the Dravidian or So^lth-
Indian Family of Languages, Second Edition, 1875.

Mimcla

The dialects spoken by the Santhals, Kols, Eos, and
Bhuwiij, which were formerly classed as Tamulic,
must be recognised, as I tried to show in 1854, as an
independent family. For reasons which I explained,
I called these languages by the general name of
MuTida. Sir G. Campbell, who accepted my dis-
covery, suggested the name Kolarian. This name,
however, seems too restricted, if it refers to the Koles
only, while the termination arian has either no mean-
ing at all, or is misleading by its similarity to Arian.

Taic Languages,

The Taic family is represented by Siamese and its
congeners, such as Laos, Shan, Ahom, Khar/iti, and
Kassia. Its close connection with Chinese seems now
admitted.

Bliotiya iLangruag-es.

The Gangetic and Lohitic languages, the former
represented chiefly by Tibetan, the latter by Burmese,
show traces of close relationship. With Tibetan we
have to class such dialects as Lepcha, Miirmi, Magar,
Gurwiug ; with Burmese Bodo, Garo, Naga, Sincjpho,
and similar dialects.

Whether the Bliotiya and Taic languages can both
claim a distant relationship with Chinese, is as yet an
open question, but several competent scholars seem
inclined to answer it in the affirmative.